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October 11, ?003 

Comrrusrioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m wnhng to voice my opposlbon to any FCC-mandated h p b o n  of "broadcast fl&' technology for &gal 
relension. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such P pokcy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compeahve market for consumer clectrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' awty to movnte for 
their customers. Allowmgmone shldos to veto featurea of m-recephon eqrupment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they cua create. Tlus d result rn products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could r d t  m me bang chnrged more money for infenor 
funchonahty. ?t, 

1 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flngrnmdate, I would actually be leas LkJy to ma!ce an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I mll not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the bchest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for +tal telmsion. Thmk you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Frank Ma$ar 
615 Garnet St  Apt 4 
Redondo Beach, CA 90277 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commloslon 
445 121h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrttlng to vebe my opposklon to any FCCmandntad adopnon d "broadcast flag" technology b r  d l g h l  telwlslon An 0 
consumer and cklren. I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bad for Innemtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be m k d  In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 to veta featurea d DlV-recep(lan equlpmentwlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsts 
what new product9 they mn create Thla wlll nlult In products that don't necanrrlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money lor Intarlor functbnalRy 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate. I would actually be lens Ilkely to rnnb an Investment In DN-capable recekrs  
and other equlpment I wlll not pay mora for dwlces that llmn my rlghb at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Manas Tungare 
2113 DeFoom Ferry Rd 
Apt D5 
Atlanta, GA 30318 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wo.shgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am omtmg to voice my opporihon to my FCC-mandated PdopGon of "broadcast flag" technology for dptd 
telension. As a consumer md ahzen, I feel stcondy that such P pohcy would be bad for mnovatton, consumer 
nghts, md the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve mllrltet for consumer dectconics must be rooted m mmufachlrers' ab~bthty to movate  for 
thar customers. Allowing movle studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment d enable the studros to 
tell tedmologmts what new products thay can craate. %s d result m products that don't necessenly reflect 
what consumers h h  me actually wmt, and it could result m me being ch-d more money for infenor 
funcbonplty. 

If the  FCC issues a broldcnst flagmmdate, I would actudy be less kkely to make m lnvesfment m DTV-capable 
receivers m d  other equpment. I will not pay more for drplces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd tele~lsion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Gregory Cnsmento 
14218 Oxford Dnve 
Laurel, MD 20707 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 1  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to anv FCC-mandated adoution of "broadcast 
~ --.~ _. _- -- ~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

This will result in products 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for disital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Douglas John 
5331 Corteen P1 Suite 216 
Valley Village. CA 91607 
USA 



Psge 1 d 1 12 23 OB PM. 10/11/03 541 3023099 . TO 

October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my OPPoSition to any FCC-mandated adontion of "broadcast . ~ ~ ~ 

flag" technology for dlgltal television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that li m i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Daniel Berkes 
24383 Thomas Ave 

This vi11 result in products 

iy7 
Hayward. CA 94544 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. C o p s  
Federal Communicaaons Comnusrion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mchael Coppr, 

I am wrmng to voice my opposiaon to any FCC-mandatcd adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for +tPl 
televlsion. As P consumer and ahzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for mnovaaon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbrnate adopaon of DTV. 

A robus& compcuhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty  to movate  for 
thar mstomers. Mowing mome rtuhos to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  wtll enable the studios to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. T ~ E  wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers kke me actually want, and it could raiult m me h g  chPrgsd more money for mfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would ~ t u d l y  be lesi L M y  to mpke M mvcstment UI DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demcer that h t  my +ti at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~gtal telmsion. ?hank you for your time. 

Smcerely, 

W d i m  Beegle 
5557 Hobart St Apt. 8 
Pittsburgh, PA 15217 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicanons Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flat technology for digital 
telension. As i consumer and citizen, I feel rtrongly that such a policywould be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive mvket for cons~mcr electronics must be rooted UI monufaccturcrs' aMty  to mnov~te for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-rccephon qwpment d enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ' Ih ir  wll result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and i t  could result in me bang chnrged more money for infenor 
functionaltty. 

If the FCC igsues a broadcast flag mandata, I would acctudy be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivcrs and other equipment. I wll not pay more for deplces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptnl devirion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Joseph DeAngelo 
2119 Newton Tornlinson Rd 
Newton Falls, OH 44444 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commissioner hhchael J .  Copps 
Federal Commmcihons Cornas ion  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am wnmg to voice my O p p o S i h O n  to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fl4 technology for &@tal 
telemsion. As a consumer m d  utlzen, I feel strongly that such a poLcy would be bnd for mnovahon, consumer 
rights, m d  the ulhmate idophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer decfxomcr must be rooted y1 rnanufacmrcrs' ahLty to movate  for 
their cmtomers. Allowmg movie shl&os to veto featurea of DTV-rccephon eqmpment d enable the rtu&os to 
tell technolog~rtr what new product6 they con c r a b .  ? h r s  d c a d t  in productl that don't necessdy rsflect 
what consumeri like me actudly want, and it could result in me bang chugad more money for mfenor 
funcbonahty. 

If the FCC issues P broadcast flag mandab, I would actually be less liMy to mpke an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for drmceo that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flmg technology for &g~tnl tclemaion. n o n k  you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Frmske 
6104Arbour Ave 
Edma, MN 55436 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng tn vnlce my opposklon to any FCCmandeted adoptbn al"broadcnstflng" technology for dlglta televlslan AA n 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such e pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
edoptlon d D N  

A robust, cornpetitbe market for conrumer electronlcr must be rooted In manufacturers abllky to Innovate (or thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features d DTv-receptbn equlpmentwlll enable the studlor to tell technologls 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necertarlly reflect what consumers Ilb me 
actually want. and It could result In ma belng charged mom money for Inferlorfunc(lonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandete, I would actually be lesa I lb ly  to m a b  an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcna that Ilmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlmlon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Adam Schell 
140 W Notth Hllls PI 
State College, PA 16803 
U S A  
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OEtaber 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
WashlngQn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchiel topps, 

I am wrttlng to volce my oppositlon to m y  FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such I pollcy wauld be bad b r  Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust Competnbe market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllRy to Innovate br thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto featurea of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsh 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produar that don't neeaasarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually w n t ,  and t could result In me belng charged more money b r  In?er!ci functbnalltj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wnuld rctually be leas llkaly to make an Inwstmant In DN-capable recah'ars 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for davlces that llmk my fights at the baheat of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlsbn Thank you for your tlms. 

Slncerely, 

Joshua Nlcholson 
Box 3349, 610 Beacon St 
Boston. MA 02215 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Cornmimiwm Michnel J Coppi 
Federal Cmuntcat ion l  Commis& 

Wauhington, D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Cqp. 

1 MI Wi- to voice my ~ppodtiom tc m y  FCCccrmMdsted ndoptirm of "brodcut f!ag tcdmdqy for &tal tclnridon & P c~lyumer 
and a- I fed &or$y thnt mch a p&y would In bad fm innovp- cmunmex @b, and the ultimate adoption of Mv 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  elachrmiDi rnumtbe rooted in mmuiidnrm' nbtliy tc innovate for thCir curtmen Allowing 
mane mtudios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmat Hill a b l e  the mrdioi to tell technologirtr what new products they c m  
create This will result in produde that don't n e c e r d y  reflect what connunen likc me ndunuy want, and it could r e d t  in me b+ 
charged more money for infaor  functionality 

If the FCC imem a broadcast flsg mmhte. I would mhlnuy be bin likaly tc mnka M invaltmont in DTV-capable reoeivm and otha 
equipment 1 will not pay more for deviccm that limit my xi&b i t  thc behest of Hdywood h u e  do not mandate broadcut llq 
technology for digital telcvbicn Thank you far your time 

Sinccrely, 

445 12th saeet, Nw 

Brian Hayward 
2909 Bishop St 
Lawrence, KS 66046 
USA 



October 11,2003 

Cammiidme? Michael J Copps 
Federal CmnmUnicntionr CmnmirdDm 
445 12thSiteet.NW 
W n u h @ ~  D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppi. 

I om writ iq to voice my oppolition to m y  FCC-mdted PdDptiDn of '"brondonmt &a# tcfhnolosy for disltpl television A# P c o m e r  
and c i h .  I fael i h n g l y  that mch n policy W D ~  be bnd fos hvntim.  ccuuumer si@. nnd the ultimnte adoption of DTV 

A r o w  competitive mnrket for c o m e r  elaCtrmrici mlllt bs rooted h mmufuturan' n u b  to innovate for their nutomen AUo- 
movie rmdior to veto features of DTV-receptim equipment will a b l e  the rmdi01 to tell tschnol~&b whnt new p r o d u d  they CM 

mente Thh sill r e d t  in producto that don't n e c e n d y  refkct what conmmen like ma pchlplly want and it could r e d t  In me b&q 
c h q e d  m m  money fm inferior functiandity 

If the FCC Lmes n bro0dcMt ilng mendnte. I W D ~  nctunUy bo lair Ualy to make an hveltmcnt in !YW-cnpabla receivrn m d  other 
equipment I will not pay mare for devica h t  Mt my clgi~tn at the behm of Hollymood. fleple 60 not mandnte bmpdcart flag 
technology fnr digitd television Thnnk you for your time 

sincerely, 

Binu Pnuloie 
21A EmbMry Square, Apt 4 
Tonawan&NY 14150 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ahility to innovate €or their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Adam Funk 
103 Caverns Blvd 
Grottoes. V A  24441 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrhlng to velce my opposttlon to any FCCmandited adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgksl televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such n p o k y  would be bad lor Innwptlon. consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 07 D N  

A robust, competkke market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manukturen'  abllHy to Innovate b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng movk studlos to vcta (eaturea a( DN-reecptlon equlpmentw+ll enable the studios to tell technologirts 
what new products they can erente Thls wlll result In product9 that don? neceasarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could reiult In me belng charged more money lor Inlerbr functlonallh, 

If the FCC lsaues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilksly to make nn Investment In DN-capable recslvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcss that llmk my rlghts at the bok081 of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h i  b lev~sbn Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Ben Phlpps 
120 Falrmont Ave 
Weukeshs, WI 55188 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
stronqlv that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what nev products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in m e  beinq charged more money for inferior functlonality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more €or devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

S 1 ncerel y 

Dan Metcalf ~~~~ ~ ~~~~ 

1370 E Windsor Rd 
Glendale. CA 91205 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

C o m s s i o n e r  U c h n e l  J. Coppr 
Federal Commurucahons Cornnusalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am vnbng to voice my oppos~hon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flog" technology for digd 
relevwon. As a consumer and uhza,  I fed strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovatlon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmite adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehbve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' a M t y  to innovate for 
thar customers. Allourvlg mome studros to veto features of DTV-recephon eqrupment d enable the studros to 
tell technoloBsts what new products they C M  create. nYs 4 result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could rosult in me b a g  chprged more money for rnfenor 
funchondty. 

If the FCC mucs  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to m& M mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for deplces that k t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tedrnology for drgtal tclmslon. Thank you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Wilhm Humphnes 
345 Oak St. #7 
Mountvn Vim, CA 94041 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like m e  actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

David Faciane 
1062 Treadstone Ln 
Powder Springs. GA 30127 
USA 
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October 11, 26(13 

Commlasloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrklng to voles my oppoatlon to any FtGmandnted adoptlon d"bmdcast f lag"  technology roi dlgksl te~ev~s~on AS e 
consumer snd cltlzen, I feel strongly that euch a polky would be bad (or Innontlon, conaumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d DTV 

A roDust. eompetkke market for consumer electranks must be roded In mnnuhctumn' rblllry to Innovate (or thelr 
customers Allawlng movle ttudloi to wto hatuma d DTV-receflon equlpment wlll enable the studloi to tell technologlYta 
what new products they cnn create. Thls wlll result In products t h d  don? nacemrl ly reflect what consumen I lk  me 
actually want. and It could re8ult In me belng charged mom money for lnhrldr functlonalky 

If the FCC lasuea a broadcast flag mandate. I would amal ly be less llkely to make an lnvastment In OW-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more 101 dwlces that llmlt my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Pleaae do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal talwlabn Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Rlchard Guenette 
11 b BanernR Road 
Northampton, MA 01060 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslen 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngmn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposklon to any FCCmandnted adoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta blevlslon As a 
conwner and cltlren. I feel strongly thet such a pollcy would be bad for I nnmtbn ,  cunsumer rlghb, end the ultlmaa 
adoptlon of QN 

A robuST, competlth'e market fer consumer electronlca must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate ?or thelr 
curtomen Allowlng movle studlor to veto features of DTV-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlatn 
what new products they can craate Thlr wlll nauR In products that don't necernrlly reflect what conaumers llke me 
aaually want and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonallty 

It the FCC Is9ue9 a broadcast flag mandata, I mruld actually be lesa llkaly to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my r b h b  at the bahert of Hollywood Plesse do not mandate 
broadcast tlag technology b r  dlgltal blavlabn Thsnk you for your the  

Slneerely. 

Patrlck Swleskowskl 
293 Dunster Mall Center 
Cambrldge, MA 02138 
USA 



7 Page I Of 1 9 2054 AM, 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 11. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated ndoptlon of "broidcnstflag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad b r  Innmtlon, conaumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robuSt, cornpetitbe market tor Conaumer eleetmnlcr must be ro&d In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate br thelr 
customen Allowlng movie studlos to veto fenturns d DN.rnceptlon qulpment wlll enable the studloa to tell technologlrb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rewlt In pmdueb thnt don't necerrarlly ruflect what coniumers IIkc me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnkrlor functlonalky 

ir the FCC ISSUBS a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likely to mnke an Investment In DTV-capable recekero 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwlcea that llmtt my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology Tor dlgttal te lwbbn Thank you (or your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Glenn Elllngson 
2239 ElllaR St 
San Jose, CA 95128 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, HW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag'' technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtudlos to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
mnre for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Matt Kerner 
1081 Roseta 
Columbia. MO 65201 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Comnusnoner Uchnel J. Copps 
Federal Communicahons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael C o p s ,  

I a m  wnung to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fld technology for digd 
telension. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongIy that such P polqwould  be bad for mnouahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer clactromcs must be rooted m mnnufacturcrr' abrLty to innovate for 
thur customers. Allowngmovle rtudtos to veto featores of DTV-recephon eqmpmmt wrll enable the studtor to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. l h r  will result m products that don't nccessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, nnd it could result m me bang choxpd more money for infenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandata, I would nctudly be leas lkaly to rnnlra an mvestmmt m DTV-capable 
recmvers and other equpmcnt. I wdl not pay mora for devlces that k t  my nghts at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag tschnology for & p a l  telmsion. 'Ilaank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Hirsch 
3448 Manhattan Avenue 
S m t  Louis, MO 63143 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for then custoners. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Nicholas Wells 
17404 SE 331st Court 
Auburn. WA 98032 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Comss ioner  Wchnel J. Copps 
Federal Commurucatlons Comrmsrion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for &gtd 
telewsion. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such P pohcywould be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compchtlve m u h t  for consumer electconicm must be rootcd in mpnufacturers' awty to m o v a t e  for 
their customers. AUowmg movie sm&oa to veto feu'aues of DTV-reception equpment MLI enable the stu&os to 
tell technologsts what new products hay CM c r a b .  ?his  will result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lke me actudly want, and it could result m me being c h q d  more money for mfenor 
funcbonnlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less hkdy to make an mveshncnt m DTV-cnpable 
recavers and other equipment. I MLI not pay more for dcplcer that h t  my nghts at the  behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@d tclmsion. ?hank you for your hmc. 

Sincerely, 

Matt LaPrvne 
1406 E. INnn Ave 
Phoenix, AZ 85042 
USA 



October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Hichael Copps. 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Paul Frankenstein 
104 W 70th St 
Apartment 8D 
Apartment 8D 
New York. NY 10023 

Paul Frankenstein 
104 W 70th St 
Apartment 8D 
Apartment 8D 
New York. NY 10023 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandrrted adoption of “broadcast flag” technology for dlgltal blevlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts end the ultlmate 
adoption of DN 

A robuSI, CompetWe market for consumer electronics mud  be rooted in rnanuhcturers’ abllhy to Innovate Tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movie studios to veta features 04 DN-mceptbn equlpment will enable the rtudlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don’t necasrarlly M e e t  what consumers llke me 
actually want, and M could result In me belng charged mom money for Inkrbr functlonaltQ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I wuld amrally be lesr llkely to make an lnwntmant In DN-capable recelvsrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcad flag technology for d l g b l  televlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Mark Popham 
235 W I03 3 ,  Apt 2G 
NewYork, NY ID025 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicabons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

I m vnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast fld technology for drpd 
telemsron. As a consumer md utlzen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpeutlve market for consumer electcomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ahhty to innovate for 
thmr customers. Allowing movte studros to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment d enable the studros to 
tell technolo@r what new product6 they CM create. ?hrr wdl result m productr that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actudy wmf and It could result m me bcing c h q d  mora money for mfenor 
funchonahty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le56 hkely to m& an mvestment m DTWcapnble 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for h c e i  that h u t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dipd television. 'Ihmk you for your hme.  

Smcerely, 

Brent Pelhen 
3205 Hennepin Ave S. #2 
Mmneapolts, MN 55408 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

cammlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
FedePal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dsar Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptbn of "broadcast flag" technology for d!gltal televlslon As n 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innontlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmmte 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltbfe market for consumer e l e ~ n l c s  muat be rooted In manulacturera ablllty to Innovate for their 
cunomers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features or DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlm 
What new produd, they can create Tklr wlll result In producb that don't neccrrarlly reflect what eonrumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonallty 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DN-capable recelvars 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlcm that llmn my flghts at the beh& of Hollywood Please do net mandate 
broadcast riag technology for  dlglta teievlsbn m i n k  you ror your time. 

Sincerely, 

Owen Wllllams 
226 South Street 
Apt I 
Jamalca Plaln, MA 02130 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Comminuinnu Michael I C~ppn 
Federal Communicntions Cmnmisdon 
445 12th SweL NW 
Was- D C 20554 

Dear Michpcl Coppn. 

I m wriN to voice my oppooiticn to m y  F C C - m d t e d  dqt ion of "brondcprt I%# tschnnbgv for digital television b~ a conmuma 
and citizrn, I feel ntrongly thnt mch n polioy would be tad fm hvntim conmuma d&b. d h ultimate doptiom of D N  

A robluL competitive market for c ~ u u m a  elsctronios murt be rooted in mnnufndurm mWty to innovate for thcir c u t a n e n  AUo- 
movie rtudioo to veto featwen of LYfV-recepticn eqdpent wiU a b l e  the rtudiDs to tcll bchnolo@s what new productr they can 
crente i%o will renult in product0 thnt h ' t  neccomdy r e k t  whnt connunen like me pchlpuy want, and it could r e d  in me b+ 
charged more money for inferiar hctirmality 

If the FCC irluen a brondcwt tlq mnndate. I would pctunlly bs lam8 likely to mnkm an invartmmt in DN-capnble receivm and o h  
equipment I will not pny more for devicn thut limit my 
technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Matthew Hpnnan 
10700 MtAntao Way 
Pnrka. CO Bo138 
USA 

at the b t h e ~  of Hollywood Phase do not mnndnte brondowt tlq 
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Octoba 13,2003 

CommiudoM Michael J Coppi 
Federal Cmunica t i rmi  Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
WMhingtW D C 20554 

Dear Michael Coppw, 

I am wri* to voice my oppomticm to any FCC-mmdated LdoptlDpL of " W n m t  fh# technoloay for digitrl tslcvidon h P COMLIII~ 

and atken, I feel umngly that luch a policy would ba bad for h v n t t o n ,  C O M I ~ I I ~  ightm. d tho wltimnto paoption of W 

A mbuf competitive market for c m m  ClaotWuD ' n mrvt ba rooted in mmufmhuwm' nldliiy to innovate for their h s n  Wowing 
movie mdiou to veto features of DTV-reccption equipment dl a b l e  the Wi to tell technolo~ru what new product# thay can 
create TXI will r e d t  in productn that dcmZ necesmnrily reQct what c a u u m m  Ue me pchlnlly want d i t  could r c d t  in me b c i q  
chnrged more money for inferior h c h d i t y  

If the FCC bmeu n broadcast flag mandnte, 1 would actunlly bs lcu likely to r n h  M Invnhsn t  in DTV-capable racdvcn nnd other 
equipment I will not pay more for devica h t  limit my wtl nt QM behert of Hollywood Pleue do not mandnte h a d c a n  rhg 
technology for d&td television l k n k  you for yow time 

sincerely, 

A l c x s n d ~  H w e y  
6525 62nd Avenue North 
P i n e h  Pnrk, FL 33781 
USA 


